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THE “MILITARISM” OF GERMANY 


England, France and Russia Each Disburses More for War Purposes Than the Teutons 


NE of the cheap phrases repeated with the intention to 

influence the opinion of those Americans that cannot 
do their own thinking but have to rely for their opinions 
upon the “expert” editorials of the yellow press is that “Ge 
man militarism must be crushed before peace can reign in 
Europe.” As this phrase has been repeated again and again 
great part of the American people, for principle’s sake 
opposed to compulsory service, came to the conclusion that 
in reality nothing but “German militarism” has caused the 
war and that France, England, Russia, Japan and all the 
smaller allies ought to be applauded for the humanitarian 
service they render the world in general—and the poor, down- 
trodden German people especialy—by delivering them from 
the heavy, burden that the “mad War Lord” has put upon 
their shoulders. 


Although the originators of this phrase know that these 
conclusions are untrue, being based upon false assumptions, 
nevertheless—understanding well “the psychology of the 
crowd"—they constantly repeat this and many other stories 
of the same character and reliability with the sinister pur- 
pose of exciting the American public to such a degree as 
to force an intervention of our government in favor of the 
inholy alliance.” In the last few days not only the English 
prime minister and several of his colleagues, but the king 
himself have joined the ranks of those craving our sympa- 
thies for England against German militarism. 


Now, what is militarism? Our dictionaries define it as (1) 
the military spirit; (2) addiction to war or military prac- 
tices; (3) the maintenance of national power by means of 
standing armies, The definition given last seems to be the 
one applying in our case. But if so, almost every country 
in the world, including our U.S, is suffering from militarism. 
Thus it cannot be militarism in itself—the mere keepng of a 
standing army—that is condemnable, but the exaggeration of 
militarism, the keeping of such an armed force as to become 
a burden to their own people as well as a menace to the 
neighbors. 

Why is it that whenever the question of militarism is 
raised everybody refers to the armies and nobody seems to 
think of the navies which are just as important a part of 
the national defense as the land forces are? Why is it that 
nobody points to the English navy, vastly superior to any 
other in the world, in number of ships and enlisted men, 
and talks about militarism? Is England allowed to have as 
big a fleet as she wants? Are France and Russia allowed 
to increase the strength of their armies as often and as much 
as they want, without anybody clamoring “militarism”? Why 
is not the same spirit of tolerance shown towards Germany? 


Why is that country, the only one, denied the right to 
“maintain her national-power by means of a standing army” 
of a size that will guarantee her this maintenance? 


In the folowing table I give a comparison of 8 principai 
countries, 6 of which are at present engaged in the war, one 
is on the verge of entering the conflict, and the last pne, our 
own beloved country, needs all the prudence and statesman. 
ship of her President and his political advisers to keep her 
‘out of the cataclysm into which the hirelings of England try 
to draw her: 


Enlistment, 
(Peace strength) 


‘Country. Population. Army. Navy. 
England un 45000000 254,500 137,500 
Russia 169,100000 1,290,000 52463 
France .. ~... 39,3000 * — 720,000 60621 
Germany .... - 6490000 870.00 66783 
United States 94.80000 Sai 64799 
Italy S «+++ 33,900000 250,000 33,095 
Austria-Hungary ....... 49,400,000 390,000 17.581 
Japan uneneen 52200000 250,000 51,054 

Per 

Estimated Expenditures 1913-14. Capita 

Army, Navy. Total. Cost. 

England $224,300,000 $224,140,000 $448,440.00 $9.97 
Russia .......-. 317,800,000 122,500,000 440,300000 275 
France ......... 191,431,380 119,571,400 311,002980 7.91 
Germany ....... 183,090,000 111,300,000 294,390,000 4.54 
United States... 94.266,145 140,800,643 235.066788 248 
Italy = , 82928006 51.000.000 133.928000 395 
Austria-Hungary 82300000 42000000 124300000 2.52 
Japan a... 49000000 46,500,000 95,500,000 185 


From the above we see that Germany, occupying the third 
place in population, stands in the second place in regard to 
enlistment in her army and navy, behind Russia and Eng- 
land, respectively. Her expenditures for maintaining the 
armed force, however, are surpassed by those of England, 
Russia and France, and, in the case of the navy, by those 
of the United States also. The per capita cost of her arma- 
ments is $454, much below that of France ($7.91) and less 
than half of what the Englishman has to pay ($997). 


With no natural boundaries, c. g., high mountain ranges, 
to protect ber provinces, Germany finds herself threatened in 
the east by 1,290000 Russians, in the west by 72000 French- 
men, together over 2,000,000 soldiers, against whom she keeps 
an armed force of 870,000 men, i. e, not even half the num- 
ber her opponents have under arms all the time. Yet London 
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elaims—and the American papers obediently repeat it—thar 
the German army is threatening not only all of Europe, but 
the rest of the world besides. 


I believe the above shows clearly that it is not Germany 
that has been strengthening her armaments and increasing 
her forces so as to endanger the peace of Europe; she has 
in reality done nothing but follow her course, as war seemed 
to be inevitable. All this talk about German militarism ruin- 
ing the prosperity of the country and endangering the world 
is so foolish when one looks at the real facts, that it is 
hardly worth while to try to open the eyes of those that 
do not want to see, Contemptible, however, and in the high- 
est degree dangerous is the effort of peridious Albion and 
her American newspaper vassals to convince the United 
States that this so-called militarism is directed against our 
republic, and that if Germany could not be subdued in such 
a way as to be crippled for all time she will war against 
America next. As Germany (or Prussia) always has shown 
herself tobe the only true and reliable friend the Americans 
have—while Englarfd always was their greatest enemy—this 
conscienceless attempt of a part of the American press is 
so much more despicable and hardly short of criminal. 


But who is going to judge where justified militarism ends 
and the exaggeration begins? In the first place, surely the 
people who through their representatives in parliament have 
to appropriate the necessary means for the maintenance of 
army and navy. What is the attitude of the German people 
in this respect? It is true, they have been growling all these 
years when they paid their taxes, but less because they did 
ink the armaments necessary than for the very human 


not thi 
reason that nobody likes to pay any money without receiving 
immediate returns for it, The Social Democrats, of course— 
the strongest party in the Reichstag—have opposed many of 
the army and navy bills, but for principle’s sake only (as 
their comrades have dene all over the world). Their true 
standpoint was clearly shown in that memorable session of 
August 4th, when the Reichstag unanimously appropriated 
1250 million dollars to defray the necessary expenses in the 
beginning of the war, and the attitude of the people in gen- 
eral is best judged by the fact that when the government, 
a short time ago, asked for the first rate of 250 million dol- 
lars, more than one billion dollars were subscribed within a 
few days, with the subscriptions of all the rich men fighting 
at present with the army still standing oat. 


Two years ago the government asked for a “Wehrstener,” 
a special assessment on property and income to yield about 
250 million dollars, for the purpose of increasing the peace 
strength, completing a number of regiments, providing for 
more machine gun companies, etc. The law was passed by a 
great majority, even the Social Democrats not opposing it 
very much, as the burden of this taxation rested on the well- 
to-do classes, while the poorer people were not affected by it 
Their leaders knew very well that France was increasing the 
time of service from two to three years, thereby raising the 
peace strength of her army almost 50 per cent; that she 
made great exertions to bring army and navy to the highes: 
standard of efficiency, and that she had arranged for a 
large loan to Russia to be used in building out the strategic 
railroads of that latter country; they knew that Russia had 
failed to let the men who had finished their active service 
pass to the reserve, but kept them at their colors, thereby 
jing the strength of the active army to over a million and 
a quarter men, besides mobilizing (even at that time) army 
corps in various parts of the country, especially at the Aus- 
trian border; they knew very well that something had to be 
done to sharpen the German sword and that a strong opposi- 
tion to and a resulting defeat of this bill would have been 
destructive to the Social Democratic party in Germany. 


As said above, the only people who would have a reason 


and a right to protest against German militarism are the 
Germans themselves, who have to pay the bills. That they 
not in opposition to the Emperor and the government in 
this respect could not possibly have been shown any clearer 
than in those great days after the war was declared. Up 
to that time they had paid their taxes, which for purposes 
of armament amounted in the last years to about 19 marks 
per head of the population, as an insurance against war, and 
many times it was only this preponderance of Germany that 
averted the catastrophe. And do not forget that all these 
hundreds of millions spent every year are left in the country 
Millions of Germans, men of all trades, are employed by the 
government directly or indirectly to furnish all the neces- 
saries for army and navy, and are paid with this money. 
Where, therefore, is the loss to the country that is so loudly 
proclaimed by “experts” when they speak of the “enormous 
German expenditures”? 


Germany has not much to gain in regard to enlarging her 
territory through a victorious war, but all Germans, from 
every walk of life—merchants and manufacturers, professors 
and students, artists and professionals, farmers and laborers. 
and, last, but not least, the German princes, quite a number of 
whom having been wounded or killed during the past few 
weeks in defending their country (who has ever heard of 
English princes or Russidn grand dukes exposing their val- 
vable person?)—in fine, the whole people are united with the 
one purpose to sacrifice their lives and their possessions in, 
order that this account may be settled once and for all times, 
so that the Fatherland may develop further, as it has done 
during the last decades; that German commerce may expan 
over the whole globe in peaceful competition with that of 
other nations, and that no enemy will ever again try to deny 
the Germans their justly earned place in the sun. This 
spirit of self-sacrifice, this subordinating of their own per- 
sonality for the best of the State has been the secret of Ger- 
many’s success in the past, and as long as this spirit is alive 
in all classes of the people—as shown by the spontaneous out- 
burst during the first days of this August and ever since— 
there is every reason to believe that Germany will triumplt 
over her enemies and will arise after the war like a phoenix 
from its ashes. E. Dantes. 


THE PRESENT STATUS OF THE WAR. 


The military situation continues to remain favorable 
to German arms. In the next issue our Military Ex- 
pert will give a detailed analysis of the conflict. 


IO YORK Staats Zeitung: In Bar Harbor, 
U. S. A., lies the Bremen ship, “Kronprin- 
zessin Cecilie.” For good reasons, in which the U. S. 
A. are equally interested, she is to be taken to the safe 
harbor of New York, U. S. A. The transfer is to be 
made within the three-mile neutrality lines of the U. 
S. A. But—Washington, U, S. A., suddenly conceives 
scruples, and so ıt is decided that the better course 
will be to inquire in London, G, B., if the English have 
any objections for an American cruiser to convoy this 
German ship through the waters of the U. S. A. 


The London Mai! compares the recent attacks on de- 
fenseless Germans in London to the Russian pogroms. 
Comment superfluous. 


THE FATHERLAND 5 


RECENT FICTION BY ARNOLD BENNETT 
AND OTHERS 


HEN England desired to present her case to the 

United States in the Saturday Evening Post, she 
appealed not to one of her statesmen but to one of her 
writers of fiction. Arnold Bennett's plea for his country 
makes up in sentimental appeals to the spirit of liberty 
what it lacks in content. lently the German Army, 
after having conquered England, will march straight 
across the ocean to threaten republican institutions in the 
United States. If Mr. Bennett chooses to make this fan- 
ciful point, that is his privilege as an imaginative writer, 
We do not blame him for omitting to state that English 
Navalism is a far more immediate danger to the United 
States than German Militarism. We will not even be 
eruel enough to remind him of the military and maritime 
operations of England’s ally, Japan, in the neighborhood 
of the Philippine Islands. But when Mr. Arnold Bennett 
descends to brazen fraud and prostitutes the hospitable 
pages of the Saturday Evening Post to circulate a wilful 
lie, he transgresses the privilege of fiction, In fact, he 
demolishes his own case, 

Mr. Bennett makes much of the strategic plans of 
“General” von Edelsheim, a “member of the German 
General Staff,” against the United States, in case of a 
war with Germany, and vividly insinuates that the Metro- 
politan Building and other historic landmarks of New 
York have already been singled out by the Germans to 
share the fate of Louvain. If Mr. Bennett, stating the 
case for Great Britain, had taken the trouble to borrow 
in the British War Office or in the library of the British 
Museum a copy of the German Army Lists, he would 
have found that no “General” by that name exists in the 
Germany Army. If he had inquired further before mak- 
ing his monstrous assertion he would have discovered 
that no officer by that name was ever a member of the 
German General Staff. We were convinced of this when 
We first heard of von Edelsheim, but we hesitated to bury 
that gallant “General” forever until we had received in- 
controvertible information from sources of unquestion- 
able authenticity. We quote a letter from the Imperial 
German Military Attache, Colonel von Papen, dated 
Washington, D. C., October 21, 1914: 

“In reply to your inquiry about Mr. A. Bennett's ar- 
ticle in the Saturday Evening Post I beg to state: no 
‘General’ von Edelsheim has ever existed in the German 
Army, nor has an officer of that name at any time been a 
member of the German General Staff. This can be easily 
Proved by studying the German Army lists. The author 
mentioned by Mr. Bennett, as far as I know, only held 
the position of captain in the Prussian Army years ago. 

“Tt seems to me an absurdity to charge the German 
General Staff with the responsibility for a publication 
which has already so often been repudiated not only by 
the authorities but by the whole of German public 
pinion,” 


The much-quoted plan of invasion may actually have 
been published by a retired officer. The fact that this 
plan was published proves that it is not authentic. The 
fact that he is “retired” proves that the author was, to 
say the least, not indispensable to the Germany Army. 
Mr. Bennett’s article has been published in pamphlet 
form. If Mr, Bennett is a man of honor he will with- 
draw the pamphlet from circulation. If he does not, we 
shall draw our own conclusion. At any rate, we have 
revealed in what flimsy fabrics England bolsters up her 
case, and with what criminal carelessness for facts she 
attempts to poison public opinion in the United States. 

In the current number of Munsey's Magazine there is 
another case of calculated mendacity with the sole ob- 
ject of misleading public opinion. The responsibility for 
the article in question rests not on the editors, but on an 
unscrupulous contributor. The author in question states 
that “the attitude of Schleswig Holstein itself toward 
Germany in her present struggle is perhaps best indicated 
by the fact that Prince Albert of Schleswig-Holstein, a 
lieutenant-general in the German Armiy, has resigned his 
commission dnd has joined the British forces in their 
operations against his former chief and suzerain.” An 
inquiry on the subject brought forth the following reply 
from the German Military Attache: “I want to state 
that Prince Albert of Schleswig-Holstein is with the 
German Army in France and holds a high position in the 
second army.” We have had no difficulty in eliciting this 
information, The same source of information was open 
to the editor of Munsey's. It is open to any editor who 
prefers truth to fiction. 


THE PRESS IS WAKING UP. 


New York Dailies Getting Tired of Being the 
Victims of the London Censor. 


New York Evening Post: “That there have been gross 
misrepresentations and endless lies in the news dispatches no 
one can deny; the latest absurdity being the report of Count 
von Moltke’s retirement as Chief of Staff in favor of a little- 
known junior general. The most striking allegation of Brit- 
ish duplicity we have seen is what is apparently a deliberate 
falsification by the Central News Association of an official 
statement of Gen. von Stein, sent out from Amsterdam. 
As reprinted in the Hamburg Fremdeublatt of September 18, 
from the London Times and Daily Telegraph, a statement 
of Gen, von Stein’s, reading that the “approach of new and 
strong hostile forces compelled the moving back of one wing, 
but the enemy nowhere followed,’ is translated to read ‘but 
stronger hostile columns came to the assistance, and the en- 
emy won the battle, obliging the German troops to retire. 
Everything else in von Stein's dispatch was translated with 
scrupulous fidelity, On its face, this garbling of official re- 
ports is nothing less than an outrage, and a disgrace to Brit- 
ish journalism. About the British censorship, which has 
played anything but a broad-minded or generous part, we 
may have something to say later.” 
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WHEN WE NEEDED PRUSSIA 


A Reminder of Our Obligations to Emperor William’s Ancestor, in the Undying Words of John 
Quincy Adams 


N this hour when public sentiment in the United 
States is completely under the spell of English 
hypocrisy, and Americans blind themselves to all the 
principles and doctrines of fair play which they have 
always been proud to stand, praying for the downfall of 
Germany and Austria at the hands of enemies recruited 
from the steppes of Russia, the savage regions of 
Africa, from Asia, India, Japan and the slums and 
prisons of Paris it may be timely to recall the period 
after the Revolution when they stood in need of help 
and sympathy, to the beautiful tribute paid to Prussia 
and the illustrious ancestor of Emperor William, Fred- 
crick the Great, by President John Quincy Adams. 

The Revolution was long over; the independence of 
the United States had been established. But the young 
country was not yet able to stand on its own feet. It 
still had to establish itself commercially. It built ships 
to carry its products to Europe, for without trade pros- 
perity was impossible. France for her own political 
reasons, had helped the Colonies to gain their independ- 
ence and thereby inflicted a severe blow on her enemy, 
England. But no sooner had this object been achieved 
and American merchants had sent their ships abroa 
than French privateers began to destroy their infant 
commerce. 

President Washington, President John Adams and 
their successors tried in vain to negotiate a treaty with 
France and England to safeguard the commerce of the 
flourishing country. The messages of the early presi- 
dents teem with complaints and indignant protests 


ships by privateers on the high seas, the seizure of 
American vessels, the brutal assaults on American 
crews and burning of their ships, and the futile efforts 


made to have the representatives of this country re- 
ceived in Paris and London in order to negotiate treaties 
of amity and protection, The American delegates were 
ignored, and our commerce wherever found was treated 
as mere loot. 

It was Frederick the Great, then King of Prussia, 
who alone recognized the United States of America as 
entitled to a place in the family of independent nations, 
and the first treaty of commerce entered into by this 
country was with Prussia. 

The grateful acknowledgment of this treaty, which 
is preserved among the State papers in Washington as 
“a treaty memorable in the history of the world and 
precious as a monument of the principles with which 
our country entered upon her career as a member of the 
great family of independent nations," is made by Presi- 
dent John Quincy Adams in a message to Congress, 


dated March 15, 1826, respecting the proposed Congress 
of diplomatic agents at Panama. These are President 
Adams's words: 


“It will be within the recollection of the House that im- 
mediately after the close of the war of our independence 
a measure closely analagous to this congress of Panama 
was adopted by the Congress of our Confederation, and for 
purposes of precisely the same character. Three com- 
missioners with plenipotentiary powers were appointed to 
negotiate treaties of amity, navigation and commerce with all 
the principal powers of Europe. They met and resided for 
that purpose about oné year at Paris, and the only result 
of their negotiations at that time was the first treaty be- 
tween the United States and Prussia—me-orable in the 
diplomatic history of the world and precious as a monument 
of the principles, in relation to commerce and maritime war- 
fare with which our country entered upon her career as a 
member of the great family of independent nations. 

“This treaty, prepared in conformity with the instructions 
of the American plenipotentiaries, consecrated three prin- 
ciples of the foreign intercourse which the Congress of 
that period were desirous of establishing: First, equal reci- 
Procity and the mutual stipulation of the privileges of the 
most favored nation in the commercial exchanges of peace; 
secondly, the abolition of private war upon the ocean, and 
thirdy, restrictions favorable to neutral commerce upon 
belligerent practices with regard to contraband of war and 
blockades. 

“A painful, it may be said, a calamitous, experience of 
more than forty years has demonstrated the deep importance 
of these same principles to the peace and prosperity of this 
nation and to the welfare of all maritime States, and has 
illustrated the profound wisdom with which they were as- 
‘sumed as cardinal points of the policy of the Union. 

“At that time in the infancy of their political existence, 
under the influence of those principles of liberty and of 
right so congenial to the cause in which they had just fought 
and triumphed, they were able to obtain the sanction of but 
one great and philosophical though absolute sovereign in Ew 
rope to their liberal and enlightened principtes. They could 
obtain no more. 


We are of the belief that this is the first transcription 
of the famous message ever printed in a modern Amer- 
ican newspaper. It has often been hinted at, but the 
passage had taken an almost mythical character. 

No time seems so fitting as this to present it to the 
American people as a reminder that the founders of 
this country were able “to obtain,” as President Adams 
says, “the sanction of but one great and philosophical 
though absolute sovereign in Europe to their liberal 
and enlightened principles. THEY COULD OBTAIN 
NO MORE as a reminder that they owe some re- 
‘spect, some gratitude and some little tribute of senti- 
mental Friendship to that German State which was the 
first to admit their country to “the great family of in- 
dependent nations.” Frederick F. Schrader. 


THE 


GERMANY’S CASE AS STATED BY AN EMI- 
NENT AMERICAN JURIST 


The New York Times conducts a mock trial of Ger- 
many in its Sunday edition. The judge supplied by the 
Times, Mr, James M. Beck, a former Assistant Attorney- 
General of the United States, finds Germany “guilty” in 
“the Court of Civilization” on evidence presented by the 
New York Times and its white books. Judge Peter S. 
Grosscup, basing his judgment not on the letter of the 
law, but upon its spirit, sets aside this verdict. Judge 
Grosscup writes as follows to Mr. Herman Ridder: 


“As a neutral nation Belgium could not have granted leave to 
Germany to cross her territory. I will go as far as the authority 
quoted and say it was her duty to ‘prohibit’ Germany from cross- 
ing her territory. But she was under obligation to England or 
the other nations to use herself up and her army in that pro- 
hibition. Belgium is to Germany in military strength about 
what Switzerland would be to Austria. Switzerland is also a 
country whose neutrality is guaranteed. Now suppose Austria, 
in a time of peace, had put some great dishonor on France— 
had seized her President and his ministers when on a visit to 
Vienna and held them as prisoners—how could France reach 
Austria by land except through Germany, Italy or Switzerland? 
Suppose further that Germany refused transit and Taly as a 
member of the Triple Alliance not only refused transit but with 
her navy barred the sea as England barred the sea to Germany, 
would Switzerland be obliged to let France eat up her army on 
its way to its enemy? Along with the balance of the world 
Switzerland's sense of justice and feelings might be all on the 
side of France—must she in spite of that on ‘a point of law’ 
become practically the fighting ally of Austria? The conclusion 
is absurd. It puts a ‘point of law’ above humanity and ordinary 
common sense. Who thinks that in case Switzerland would not 
thus immolate her army; Austria or the world would hold her 
accountable afterwards? Who thinks China will be held ac- 
countable by Germany after the war, even if Germany is suc- 
cessful? Who feels that England would hold Belgium account- 
able? And why not? Because down in his heart every man 
knows that to hold a power like Belgium or Switzerland to 
such an accountability would shock the moral sense of the world. 
Tn any wide vision of the situation, therefore, Belgium was not 
required to resist Germany ‘by force.” She had the right to, but 
was not morally required to. Even as a ‘point of law’ in inter- 
national jurisprudence, her obligation did not go that far, In- 
ternational law is not unreasonable. It recognizes ‘necessity’ as 
a force in affairs. It does not demand more blood than is neces- 
sary to reach conclusions—demands no fruitless blood of the 
innocent bystanders to fulfill a technicality or keep the record 
straight. If Germany is morally wrong in this war on France 
and Russia, my pro-English friend does not need this side issue 
to justify his sympathies. On the other hand, if Germany is 
morally right as between her and France and Russia, he is for- 
Betting the duty not to sacrifice to a ‘word’ the wider and sub- 
stantial ‘thing,’ the increased danger of defeat and increased cost 
of life involved in shutting one’s eyes to what may be the over- 
shadowing military necessity of the situation. And if you reply 
that such doctrine is immoral, my answer is that in this case you 
are making a fetish of something that it would be, in the highest 
sense of humanity, immoral not to disregard; for it is the letter 
of the taw that Mich, only the spirit that maketh alive. Eng- 
land professing still to be not at war, holding back Germany on 
the neutral seas—itself a flagrant violation of neutrality—without 
a poor figure in her pretense that what brought her into the con- 
flict was this subsequent violation of Belgian neutrality by Ger- 
many, 
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“In a word, the position of England toward Germany was thi 
You shall not use the neutral seas to attack with your navy the 
northern ports of France or open them up to your armies, T 
will use my navy to prevent you from the use of such neutral 
seas, Nor shall you reach northern France with your armies 
through Belgium. I will use this ‘contract’ of neutrality to block 
that: My obligation toward neutrality amounts to nothing on 
the seas; but your obligation of neutrality is everything on the 
land, And because Germany did not submit to this double cross 
on her right to attack France from the north, England professes 
to have gone into the war as the champion of the cause of the 
of treaties and of neutrality.” 


DEUTSCHLAND, DEUTSCHLAND, LAND OF 
ALL LANDS 


From the German of Hoffman von Fallersleben, 
rendered freely into English verse by 


GEORGE SYLVESTER VIERECK 


Deutschland, Deutschland, land of all lands, 
First and foremost in the world, 

When thy children face united 
Every foe against thee hurled, 
From the Meuse unto the Memel, 

To the sea, with flags unfurle 
Deutschland, Deutschland, land of all lands, 
First and foremost in the world! 


German troth and German women, 
German wine and German song, 
Shall retain their ancient glamour, 
‘Though the years be dark and long, 
Noble deeds they shall inspire 
In our hearts, and make us strong: 
German troth and German women, 
German wine and German song. 


Brotherhood and right and freedom 
Bless thee, German Fatherland, rs 
For this goal we strive together, 
One and all, with heart and hand, 
For upon these mighty pillars 
Evermore thy weal must stand: 
Bloom and flourish in that glory, 
Flourish, German Fatherland! 


QUESTION. 

Is the Comptroller of the Currency keeping up the gold 
reserve to 25 per cent, of the circulation, as he is required 
by law? 

No! It is down to 23 per cent. at this writing, and the 
government proposes to send more gold to England and 
France. 

As gold goes out, the borrowing rate for American 
business men goes up. 
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When you have finished reading this num- 
ber, don’t lay it aside, but pass it on to your 
friends who may be anxious to know the other 
side of the great European conflict. 


THE “OUTLOOK” JUSTIFIES GERMANY’S 


RETRIBUTIVE ACTION IN BELGIUM 
The majority of newspapers in this 
far denied that Germany's retributive action was pro- 
voked by the Belgians themselves. We are pleased tò 
find in the Outlook of October 2ist an article by a 
Kropotkin which fully justifies the punishment meted out 
to Louvain. Mr. Kropotkin speaks with evident admira- 
tion of the “heroic” act of the Belgian women “who de- 
fended their homes against the German invaders, resort- 
ing to boiling water when their ammunition gave out.” 
This, coupled with the authenticated cases of the young 
German soldiers whose eyes had been gouged out after 
they lay wounded and helpless on the battlefied, makes 
one wonder at Germany's moderation in the treatment of 
Belgian “heroes.” 


country have so 


“Let me write the headlines and I don’t care who wins 
the battles."—N. Y. Telegram, 


Now is the time to make your political influence felt. 
The November elections are approaching. Vote against 
any candidate who construes American neutrality to 
mean that England can seize American ships and Ameri- 
can citizens, and treat the United States as though it were 
a province of Great Britain. After the election, the anti- 
German sentiment in Congress will be outspoken. . House 
and Senate are full of American Tories like Lodge and 
Gardner. 


“WE FORSEE DANGER!” 
(Editorial New Yorker Herold, Oct. 22) 


The American Committee for the relief of the Bel- 
gian sufferers is to begin operations in a few days. 
“It is expected"—via London—that this committee 
“will form an important body.” The President of 
the United States is specifically to sanction it and 
perhaps to name its members. The committee has 
received the hearty approval of Sir Edward Grey, 
this unscupulous modern Machiavelli, But above all 
it is certain that the American minister to Belgium, 
Brand Whitlock, who has repeatedly since the out- 
break of the war manifested himself as a rabid Ger- 
man hater, will be appointed chairman of the com- 
mittee. 


We forsee danger! On all sides agitation and in- 
trigues are under way to transform the artificially 
produced anti-German sentiment in the United States 
into something practical, to force the pro-English 
sympathy into some expression inimical to Germany. 
‘The extraordinarily correct attitude of the German 
government before and since the war tends to neu- 
tralize these efforts, But suppose these agitators 
should eventually succeed in creating some sort of 
“misunderstanding,” some impairment of the good 
relations between the two countries? 


Belgium is at present, if not formally at least nom- 
inally, German territory—certainly occupied terri- 
tory whose inhabitants under the existing excep- 
tional circumstances are subject to exceptional gov- 
ernment. Now let us assume that a man inspired 
with hatred of Germany, and endowed with quasi 
official American plenipotentiary powers, like Brand 
Whitlock, should pursue his functions side by side 
with the German provisional government and should 
attempt to give the Relief Committee the stamp of 
a political, pronouncedly anti-German character, 
seeking his advisers and assistants exclusively in 
anti-German circles; is not there daily and hourly an 
opportunity afforded for a possible conflict with the 
German authorities? A conflict which may instantly 
be used to accelerate the already immoderate anti- 
German public opinion in this country? 


We forsee danger! 1f President Wilson in any 
manner whatever takes cognizance of this Relief 
Committee for Belgium—and he should take cog- 
nizance!—it will be his duty to see that notorious 
Germanophobes shall not, either officially or pri- 
vately, if they are employed by our government, par- 
ticipate in.so ultra delicate a matter. Least of all 
Brand Whitlock, American minister credited to Bel- 
gium,—whose seat is in Havre! That’s where he be- 
longs; there he may intrigue against Germany to his 
heart's content—if Washington chooses to let him. 
But not in de facto German territory. 
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WHERE IS THE FLAG OF ENGLAND? 


(Labouchere in London Truth) 


(Henry Labouchere, distinguished English politician, 
writer, orator and journalist, was born 1831 and educated 
at Eaton; engaged in the consular service 1854 to 186}; 
Radical member parliament for Windsor, Middlesex and 
Northampton, respectively, from 1865 to 1880; vivacious 
and satirical of style in both writing and speaking; 
founder of “Truth:") 


ET the winds of the world make answer! 
North, south, east and west— 

Where'er there is wealth to covet 

Or land to be possessed ; 
Where'er are savage nations 

To coddle, coerce or scare, 
You may look for the vaunted emblem— 

‘The flag of England is there. 


Ay, it waves over the blazing hovels 
Whence its African victims fly 
To be shot by explosive bullets, 
Or wretchedly starve and die: 
Or where the beachcomber hammers 
The isles of the southern sea, 
From the peak of his hellish vessel, 
The English flag flies free. 


The Maori, full of hate, curses 
With his fleeting, dying breath, 
And the Arab hath hissed his curses 
As he spat at its folds in death. 

The hapless fellah hath feared it 


VIOLATING NO LAW " 
HERE are two points on which many Americans are 
obviously confused. One is as to the right to lay 
mines. Not only did Germany insist on this right, but the 
United States as well. Both nations reserved the right 
to protect their coast s. Great Brit- 
ain did not subscribe to this agreement. The other point 
affects the right to drop bombs from aerial crafts. Ac- 
cording to the World Peace Foundation, “none of the bel- 
ligerents excel ified the declaration 
of 1907 prohibiting the discharge of projectiles and ex- 
plosives from balloons or ‘by other new methods of a 
similar nature’ This declaration is therefore not opera- 
tive, Air attacks in the present war violate no law.” ` 
England steod out for two very good reasons. One is 
that she'can protect her small coast range with warships, 
possessing two or three such to every other nation’s one; 
the other is that she is behind every other of the great 
nations in aerial crafts. 


On Tel d Kebir’s parched plain, 
And the blood of the Zulu hath stained it 
With a deep, indelible stain, 


It has floated o'er scenes of pillage 
And flaunted o'er deeds of shame; 
It has waved o'er the fell marauder 
As he ravished with sword and flame; 
It has looked on ruthless slaughter 
And assassination, dire and grim, 
And has heard the shrieks of its victims 
Drown even the jingo hymn. 


Where is the flag of England? 
Seck the land where the natives rot 
And decay, and assured extinction 
Must soon be the peoples’ lot. 
Go to the once fair island 
Where disease and death are rife, 
And the greed of colossal commerce 
Now fattens on human life. 


Where is the flag of England? 
Go sail where rich galleons come 

With their shoddy and loaded cotton, 
And beer, and Bibles and rum, 

Stek the land where brute force hath triumphed 
And hypocrisy hath its lair, 

And your question will thus be answered— 
For the flag of England is there. 


HYPHENATED AMERICANS 
Not Objected To When They Fought in the Ranks 
for American Principles 
(From a speech by Mr. Koelble) 
E this neutrality attitude intended only for us? Is it 
not intended to include all Americans? We Germans, 
who have furnished such excellent material in men to 
the United States for two centuries past, are compelled to 
see ourselves, as well as our 66,000,000 brethren, dragged 
into the mire by a poisoned anglophile press. The Ger- 
mans in the United States, wherever they have been ac- 
tive, have fought for progress, liberty, law and justice. 
What would the United States be but for the co-opera- 
tion of those who fought for our independence against 
England? Mithlenberg, Steuben, Herkimer, and Pas- 
jong the men who gained this independence 
Did the anglophile Americans object to 
hyphenated Americans fighting in their ranks, and to shed 
their blood for the triumph of liberty? 
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ENGLAND THE ARCH CONSPIRATOR 


Important Documents Reveal Secret Military Convention with Belgium—Evidence from Authentic 
Russian and Belgian Sources 


MPORTANT revelations are forcing their way into 

publicity in spite of widespread prejudice, and 

gradually the truth conceming those who inspired the 
European war is coming to be understood. 


The finger of guilt is pointing at England as the 
arch conspirator. 


For weeks the American press organs of London and 
Paris had it their own way. This was a war of con- 
quest by the Kaiser, a dynastic war, the war of or- 
ganized militarism, and an unpardonable breach of 
neutrality against Belgium, designed to overwhelm 
France and promote the territorial aggrandizement of 
Germany. To England was assigned the role of a be- 
nevolent power forced to take up arms in behalf of in- 
offensive Belgium, just as Russia was forced to take up 
arms in the defense of little Servia, threatened with 
national extinction by Austria-Hungary. 


Tt was useless to quote from the London dispatches 
to the New York Evening Post that England had as- 
sembled her fleet in the North Sea, weeks before the 
war, in order to be ready to carry out her part in the 
preconcerted attack on Germany. It was useless to 
point out that the Paris Gil Blas, a year before the war, 
announced that Maubeuge had been made a military 
emporium for British ammunition against the day 
when Germany was to be assaulted through Belgium, 
or that the Belgian forts were garrisoned with French 
troops, that French officers in German uniforms had 
been arrested at the Getman-Belgian frontier before a 
single German soldier had crossed the French border. 
and many other incidents proving that but for the 
prompt action of the German Government these va- 
rious plans of invasion would have resulted in imme- 
diate disaster for the German nation. 


We now have even more conclusive evidence that 
Belgium was not an innocent victim of a land-hungry 
War Lord, but a designing party to a preconcerted 
conspiracy to crush Germany. 

This evidence consists of important documents dis- 
covered by the German military authorities in the 
archives of the Belgian General Staff at Brussels, doc- 
uments found in a portfolio inscribed: “Intervention 
Anglais-Belgique.” One of these documents is a report 
to the Belgian Minister of War, dated April 10, 1906, 
which gives the result of detailed negotiations between 
the Chief of the Belgian General Staff and the British 
Military Attache at Brussels, Lieut.-Col. Bernardiston. 


This plan is of English origin and was sanctioned by 
Lieut.-Gen. Sir James M. Grierson, Chief of the Brit- 
ish General Staff. It sets forth the strength and forma- 
tion, and designates landing places for an expedition- 
ary force of 100,000 men. 


Continuing, it gives the details of a plan for the Bel- 
gian General Staff to transport, feed and find quarters 
for these men in Belgium, and provides for Belgian in- 
terpreters. The landing places designated are Dun- 
kirk, Calois and Boulogne. 


Lieut.-Col. Bernardiston is quoted as having re- 
marked that for the present Holland could not be 
relied upon. 


Another confidential communication declares that 
the British Government, after the destruction of the 
German navy, would send supplies and provisions by 
way of Antwerp. 

There is also the suggestion from the English Mili- 
tary Attache that a Belgian system of espionage shv 
be organised in the Prussian Rhineland. 


A second document is a map showing the strategica! 
Positions of the French army and demonstrating the 
existence of a Franco-Belgian agreement, and a third 
is a report from Baron Greindl, the Belgian Minister 
at Berlin, to the Belgian Foreign Office, dated Decem- 
ber 23, 1911. 

The discovery of these incriminating documents fol- 
lows within six days of the denial made by the London 
official press bureau—not the foreign office, be it re- 
membered—that England had stored ammunition at 
Maubeuge prior to the outbreak of the war. To this 
denial was added the statement that “the determi 
tion to dispatch an expeditionary force to the Con- 
tinent was not reached until Germany had violated the 
SS of Belgium, and Belgium had appealed for 
aid.” 

There is further evidence of Germany's honest con- 
duct in the recent Russian Orange Book, an analysis 
of which appeared in the London Economist of Sep- 
tember 12, and is all the more curious coming as it 


docs from an organ of Russia's ally. We quote from 
it as follows: 


“The reason for the Russian mobilization is some- 
what surprising. According to the Orange Book, the 
general mobilization orders were signed in Austria on 
July 28, whereas, according to Baron de Bunsen, our 
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Ambassador in Vienna (White Paper No. 127), gen- 
eral mobilization in Austria was ordered on August 1. 
Since the necessity for the Russian mobilization was 
based on the Austrian mobilization, and since the gen- 
eral Russian mobilizaton was the direct cause of the 
German mobilization which made war inevitable, 
it would seem to be important that this point should be 
cleared up. A further telegram, in the Orange Book, 
from Berlin, describing the issue of German mobiliza- 
tion orders some time before it actually took place, 
suggests that the Russian envoys were occasionally 
mistaken in their information.” 


That Germany wanted this war is so generally ac- 
cepted that it is interesting to read what the Belgian 
Chargé at St. Petersburg, M. De LU Escale, wrote to 
his government at Brussels July 30th in an exhaustive 
report on conditions in the Russian Capital, in part as 
follows: 


“The days of yesterday and to-day have been spent in 
the waiting for events that must follow the declaration 
of war by Austria-Hungary upon Se What is in 
contestable is, that Germany has striven here, as well 
ienna, to find some means of avoiding a general 


“This morning an official communique to the news- 
Papers announces that the reserves have been called 
under arms in a certain uumber of . governments. 
Knowing the discreet nature of the official com- 
muniques, one can, without fear, assert that mobiliza- 
tion is going on everywhere. 


“England began by allowing it to be understood that 
she did not want to be drawn into a conflict. Sir 
George Buchanan (British Ambassador) said that 
openly, to-day one is firmly convinced at St. Peters- 
burgh—one has even the assurance of it—that Eng- 
land will support France. This support is of enormous 
weight, and has contributed not a little to give the 
upper hand to the war party.” 


So here we have it that England would support 
France under any circumstances, whether Belgian neu- 
trality were violated or not, and that this attitude of 
England was “of enormous weight and has contributed 
not a little to give the upper hand to the (Russian) 
war party.” 

Germany, then, was expected to butt its brains 
against the French line of forts while England secretly 
landed her 100,000 men at Dunkirk or Calais and with 
her French ally attacked the German forces in the flank 
through Belgium. This, too, in shameful disregard of 
Mr. Gladstane’s avowed conviction that treaties of neu- 
trality were not considered binding by England in an 
emergency such as confronted Germany in this in- 
stance. We may well repeat here Mr. Gladstone's ut- 
terances in 1870 when the Belgian neutrality treaty 
was under discussion : 


“There is, I admit, the obligation of the treaty. It is 
not necessary, nor would time permit me, to enter into ` 
the complicated question of the nature of the obliga- 
tion under that treaty, But I am not able to subscribe 
to the doctrine of those who have held in this house, 
what plainly amounts to the assertion, that the simple 
fact of the existence of a guarantee is binding to every 
party to it, irrespective altogether of the particular 
position in which it may find itself at the time, when 
the occasion for acting on the question arises. The 
great authorities on foreign policy, to whom I have 
been accustomed to listen, such as Lord Aberdeen and 
Lord Palmerston, never, to my knowledge, took that 
rigid, and, if I may venture to say so, that impracti- 
cable view of the guarantee.” 


How baseless the assertion, so often repeated, that 
Germany’s aim in the war was to subdue Belgium 
despite her statement to the contrary on August 2 
that it felt obliged to prevent an attack from France 
through Belgium, and despite her offer to respect the 
integrity of the kingdom and its possession in return 
for the unobstructed passage of German troops, is 
shown in a new light by evidence developed since the 
fall of Liege. After that catastrophe, which should 
have satisfied the Belgian government of the futility 
of further resistance as well as satisfied the demands 
of national honor in fighting for a principle, Germany 
addressed to the King’s government a further note, 
as follows (Belgian Gray Book) : 


“The fortress of Liege has been taken by assault 
after a courageous defense. The German Governmen: 
regrets that such bloody encounters should have oc- 
curred. Tt is only by reason of the military measures 
of France that it has been forced to take the grave 
determination of entering Belgium and of occupying 
Liege as a base for her further military operations. 
Now, that the Belgian Army has in heroic resistance 
against great superiority maintained the honor of its 
arms in the most brilliant fashion, the German Gov- 
ernment prays his Majesty the King and the Belgian 
Government to avert from Belgium the further horrors 
of war. The German Government is ready for any 
agreement with Belgium. Once more Germany offers 
her solemn assurance, that she has not been actuated 
by any intention to appropriate Belgian territory and 
that such intention is far from her.” 


From these official statements and documentary evi- 
dence it requires a peculiarly warped mental attituJe 
to gather the conclusion that Belgium was not hand- 
in-glove with England and France in a colossal con- 
spiracy to destroy the German Empire. The proof of 
a military plan of co-operation is in the hands of the 
German Government ; Russia in her Orange Book de- 
liberately sets back the date of Austrian mobilization 
three days in order to make it appear that she did not 
mobilize until after Austria; the Belgian Charge bear 
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out the German White Book that Germany strove 
“to find some means of avoiding a general conflict” 
both in St. Petersburg and Vienna; Mr. Gladstone, it 
is shown, would not have respected the neutrality of 
Belgium under circumstances such as environed Ger- 
many; England would have gone to war upon any 
other pretext, since she kad be: fleet assembled in the 
North Sea for the intended destruction of the German 
navy and the landing of marines at Antwerp, and 
Winston Churchill was auoted in London dispatches 
to New York papers as “delighted at a bare prospect 
of demonstrating England’s naval might at Germany's 
expense.” (New York World London cable.) And 
finally, so desirous of sparing Belgium was Germany 
that she sent another note to the Belgian Government 
after the fall of Liege and in the moment of an un- 
exampled victory offering to make peace and disavow- 
ing all desire to appropriate Belgian territory, That, 
in brief, is the sum and substance of this official mat 
fest of Germany's enemies. 


THE WAR AND AMERICA. 
By Hugo Münsterberg. 
D. Appleton & Co., New York, Price, $1.00. 


B ORE receiving my copy of Professor Münster- 

berg’s book on the present war I had read a re- 
view of it in the Independent, which had astonished 
me. Under the date of October 5, a writer in that 
magazine criticizes this book as being unfair, and 
charges Professor Münsterberg flatly with either ig- 
norance or knavery. When one sees, however, the 
way in which the Independent attempts to establish 
this allegation one gains a bit more insight into the 
method which Germany's adversaries find themselves 
forced to adopt. The author of that review sh 
not merely that he has not understood the book, but 
that he has tried energetically to misinterpret it, and 
the following is a case in point: 


“Indeed, Professor Münsterberg is not careful of his 
facts and frequently exposes himself to the charge 
of misrepresentation, and either disregard for truth or 
ignorance of it. His unfair treatment of ex-Presi- 
dent Eliot is a case in point, With easy dexterity he 
turns Dr. Eliot's felicitous phrase of advice, ‘to seize 
every opportunity that may present itself to further 
the cause of kuman freedom and of peace at last,’ into 
the astonishing phrase, ‘to seize every opportunity for 
attacking Germany’ (The italics are ours).” 


Now, as I read this article without h; 
book, my impression was what I be 
will get, namely, that Professor Münsterberg had mis- 
quoted Dr, Eliot either accidentally as a mere lapsus 
calumi, or purposely. The purpose of the reviewer, in 
my opinion, was undoubtedly to inculcate the latte: 
belief in the minds of the vast majority of its limited 


ing read the 
eve most readers 


“Hoch der Kaiser” 
(A Cartoon in the N, Y, Herald, June 18, 1914) 


“I am specially requested to state through the Herald that 
Germany has only one idea, and that is to remain on the most 
friendly footing with America. The German government 
certainly would not use the present moment to make difficul- 
ties with the United States."—From the Herald Special Cable 
Despatch from Berlin, 


circle of readers, who will undoubtedly not take the 
trouble to really inform themselves on the matter. 
When, however, one reads the passage in the “War 
and America” and discovers that Professor Münster- 
berg, while treating the shallow, ignorant and preju- 
diced utterances of ex-President Eliot much more con- 
siderately than they can possibly deserve, quotes him 
exactly; when one realizes that the second passage 
quoted in the Independent is not a quotation from ex- 
President Eliot at all, but a quotation from the book, 
in which Professor Münsterberg merely draws the 
inevitable conclusion contained in ex-President Eliot's 
declaration; then one gets a quite different impression 
of the meaning of the charge in the Independent. Un- 
derhanded attempts such as this, and many others 
that might be chronicled, serve to show the desperate 
situation in which the Allies find themselves in any 
attempt to justify their course before the thinking 
public, 


THE FA 

It is to this portion of the American public, not to 
the rabble, that “The War and America” js addr 
to those not yet certain that “the Kaiser did it, 
Crown Prince did it,” “militarism did it,” in short, to 
the most of the American people who do not read 
Elbert Hubbard’s drivel and live upon his plane of life 
Most other people will find this book impartial almost 
to a fault, particularly in its treatment of the British 
point of view, Many a time, as I have read certain 
passages, I have had the conviction that the English 
point of view on certain questions was deserving really 
of much less consideration than was given it, that an 
evaluation of conflicting aims might well have been 
made, instead of merely presenting statements of facts. 
The reason is to be sought, in my opinion, in the fact 
that a native German, in attempting to present a strictly 
neutral statement of the situation, has undoubtedly sup- 
pressed a great deal that he would be thoroughly ju: 
fied in saying “in'words' hard as cannon balls.” To ac- 
cuse such a book of impartiality is merely to descend 
to the plane of mean insinuation. 

“The War and America” discusses the essential fac- 
tors and issues in the war and their meaning for Amer- 
ica under the chapter heads: “The Aggressors,” “The 
Anti-German Sentiment,” “The German-American: 
“The Threatened Province 
ophers,” “The Russians,” “The German Policy,” “The 
Kaiser,” “The Silent Voices,” “The Americans,” and 
“The Morals of the War.’ Its mairi purpose is to make 
clear the facts on both sides, from which alone a 
just decision can be reached ; and that such statements 
as have appeared in the press continually, are based, 
not upon facts, but upon guesses and purely a priori 
theorizing, will become only too clear to anybody read- 
ing this book in an unprejudiced frame of mind. 

Many of the absurd statements about the power of 
the German Emperor, German militarism and the dom- 
ination of a military clique, autocracy versus democ- 
racy, immediate responsibility for the war, and the like 
would have been spared us, if the host of closet-his- 
torians produced by the present crisis had only been in 
possession of a small part of the facts of this book at 
he outbreak of the war. 

Those like ex-President Eliot, for whom republican- 
ism is the alpha and omega of government for all na- 
tions, irrespective of their historical traditions and 
stage of development, will find in the chapter on the 
“Kaiser” the German point of view explained in a mat- 
ter of fact way, with which the most enthusiastic re- 
Publican can find no fault, even though he may prefer 
his own point of view for his own country. The price 
of the book should place it in the reach of every one; 
and the information is first hand and so valuable that 
nobody desiring to be completely in touch with the 
Present situation can afford to do without it. 

HERBERT SANBORN. 
(Vanderbilt University.) 
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Secure the confidence of this host of readers by advertising in The Fatherland. 
They believe in our policies; they believe in the advertising pages. Tell them 
your story. 


‘The rate card and any other information desired will be cheerfully furnished on request. 
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“GERMANY'S 
JUST CAUSE’ 


The Price is 


10 Cents 


The Book of the Hour 


AND JUST OFF THE PRESS 


An analysis of the Great Crisis by the leading American 
thinkers. 

This new book cı 
the day than anythi 


s deeper into the tremendous issues of 
yet published in America Such 


authorities as: 


Prof. John: W. Burgess, Prof. Wm. M. Sloane, Prof. 
Herbert Sanborn, Dr. Walter S. McNeill, Prof. Morris 
Jastrow, Prof. Ferdinand Schevill, Prof. Thomas C. 
Hall, and others who have the right to speak, have 
contributed to this remarkable volume. 


These are the men who have studied Germany, who 
understand German character, German life, German con- 
ditions and aspirations. Their word is far more important 
than thé flimsy opinions of the little hack writers who edit 
the sensational and prejudiced newspapers. 


Read what these representative and unprejudiced native 
Americans have to say about one of the greatest epochs in 
history, This important book costs only 10 cents. Every- 
body can afford to buy it. yybody ought'to have it, 
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“Truth About Germany 
Facts About the War” 


This is the volume that has so greatly 
influenced public opinion that the Allies 
have been forced to prepare another book 
in which they will attempt to answer the 
unassailable truth brought forth by Ger- 
many’s foremost men and women. 


It Costs Only 10 Cents 


and, in the words of Prof, Burgess, 
should be in the hands of every man, 
woman and child in the United States. 
It is representative of all that is best in 
Germany. 
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WARNING! 


Several unauthorized persons rep- 
resenting themselves as agents of 
Tue FATHERLAND havecollectedmoney 
for subscriptions. The publishers wish 
to warn all persons from giving any 
money to agents of Tue FATHERLAND 
unless said agents present a letter 
typed on our new two-color letter 
head and signed by our Manager, Mr. 


Me 


If in doubt send your money directly 
to us, mentioning the name of the 
agent, who will then receive his com- 
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New York 


1123 Broadway, 
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German Relief Fund 


Europe is being Devastated by War! 


Human misery, poverty and starvation will inevitably follow in 
its wake. Among the nations drawn into the general cataclysm 
and bearing the brunt of human strife and suffering is Germany, 
the land of our fathers. Will you help the wounded? Will you 
give succor to her destitute widows and orphans? We appeal to 
you for aid in a spirit of humanitarianism, confident that you will 
gladly contribute your share to relieve this piteous human suffering. 


The fund to be transmitted through the German Embassy to 
Relief Committees in Germany answering the purposes set forth 
in this our appeal. 


Send your contribution, whether large or small, to 


The New York Trust Company 
26 Broad Street, New York City 


Marked 
“German Relief Fund” or to Any of the Undersigned 


ALEX ANDREAE ARTHUR von BRIESEN CARL von BERGEN 
OSCAR von BERNUTH A. L. CRONEMEYER CONRAD BUHLER 
CARL BÜNZ RUDOLF ERBSLOEH GEORGE H. EMERSON 
CHARLES ENGELHARD A. von GONTARD JOHN OSCAR ERCKENS 
RUDOLF E. F. FLINSCH A. HECKSCHER THEODOR HAEBLER 
FERDINAND HANSEN E. HOSSENFELDER C. von HELMOLT 

OTTO P. HEYN RUDOLF KEPPLER E G. HOTHORN 
WILHELM KAUPE Dr. OTTO KOENIG. WILLIAM KENE 
WILHELM KNAUTH ALBERT LEISEL G. B. KULENKAMPFF 
ADOLF KUTTROFF HENRY E. NIESE GEORGE LUEDERS 
JULIUS P. MEYER ADOLF PAVENSTEDT LUDWIG NISSEN 

A. PAGENSTECHER HANS REINCKE EDMUND PAVENSTEDT 
CHRISTOPH REBHAN H. SANDHAGEN HERMAN RIDDER 

Dr. A. RIPPERGER W. V. SCHEVILL HERMANN SCHAAF 
EDWARD C. SCHAEFER BARON F. SCHROEDER Dr. PAUL C. SCHNITZLER 
Dr. GUSTAV SCHOLER OTTO SEIDENBERG CARL L. SCHURZ 

Dr. RICHARD SCHUSTER THEO, SIEDENBURG Dr. G. E. SEYFARTH 
OSCAR R. SEITZ EDMUND STIRN EDGAR SIEVEKING 
KLAUS A. SPRECKELS HENRY WILLINK A. VOGEL 

CHARLES H. WEIGELE PAUL LICHTENSTEIN C. B. WOLFFRAM 
ROBERT BADENHOP HENRY HEIDE HENRY F. SCHWARZ 
Dr. W. L. WIRBELAUER Dr. ROBERT ROESSLER Dr. KARL GEORG FRANK 


